Dear Dave, il/W/W 

' liter you liave finished with this iswue of this CJK would you please send the atory 
on Hill ii ICnowlton back to tie? I want it for lay liankiewicz (stonoj file. 

Where the article deals with the Dust's carrying a iitone response to bardner's 
piece tint reporter was undorinfonaed and undcrinfonnud no the Post would prefer. 

f flio real reuson tlie Dost gave Stone the space, and noro- allowed him to entirely re- 
write what he lind submitted and correct none of tlie glaring 1 actual errors in wliat he 
ha i submitted — is fear of an expensive lawsuit eased on the nation ‘ vtiier^: -ihe ^‘ . atii>n 
lost the suit baaed on its unauthorised pre-publication of excerpts from u erald lord's 
book. 

Lardner had raised that question in advance and tlie Post's lawyor, b 0 J fines, 
laughed it off. 

While I feel~itacFrather strongly tliat Stone and Warner's would not liave filed 
such a suit or if they did would not liave let it go to trial, the cost would liave been 
enough to sdare the Post— the coot of winning ./ould be fiuitastic. p ^ 

Interesting tliat the article says tliat Drndlee was opposed to giving Stonu tlie 
right to liave his crap published because Bradlee was tlie edtor then* 

If the editor did wliat he opposed doing one of the more likely explanations is 
his fear of the cost of even a spurious lawsuit. 



Best, 


